DRAFT

City of Santa Barbara
Planning Division

ARCHITECTURAL BOARD OF REVIEW
MINUTES

M onday, October 24, 2005 David Gebhard Public Meeting R

BOARD MEMBERS: CHRISTINE PIERRON, Chair, Presen

BRUCE BARTLETT, Vice-Chair,

STEPHANIE CHRISTOFF, A

DERRIK EICHELBERGER, Present,

JAMES LECRON, Present

CHRISTOPHER MAN

RANDY MUDGE, Pr

MARK WIENKE,

CITY COUNCIL LIAISON: HELENE SCHNEID

PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON: STELLA LARSON, A

STAFF: JAIME LIMON, Design Review Supervisor, Present, out
KELLY BRODISON, Planning T ician, Present

DEeBBIE BusH, Recording Secret

.. 630 Garden Street 3:04 P.M.

:27p.m., back at 5:57p.m.

p.m.

ARCHITECTURAL BOARD OF REVIEW SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST
(See ABR Guiddines & Design Review Submittal Requirements for Details)

CONCEPT Required | Master Application & Submittal Fee - (Location: 630 len Street)
REVIEW Photographs- of the existiaggbuil ding (if any), adjacent str composite panoramic view of the site, surrounding areas &

neighborhood stri
Plans- three setsof £
Vicinity Map and
SitePlan - drawnffo sCa
height, areas to be demolishee
of adjacent structures.

glor folded to no larger thaitan 8.5" x 14" photo display board.

anies, existing & proposed structures, building & area square footages, building
PRy, conceptual grading & retaining walls, & existing landscaping. Includefootprints

Suggested

PRELIMINARY | Required
REVIEW

ired for commercial & multi-family; singlefamily projectswhere grading occurs. Preliminary planting
plan with proposed tre&c & plant list with names. Plansto include street parkway strips.

Suggested | Color & Material Samples- to bgmounted on aboard no larger than 8.5" x 14" & detailed on al setsof plans.
Exterior Details- windows, doors, eaves, railings, chimney caps, flashing, etc.
Materials submitted for preliminary gpproval form the basis for working drawings & must be complete & accurate.

FINAL & Required | Sameasabovewith the following additions:

CONSENT Color & Materid Samples-to bemounted on aboard no larger than 8.5" x 14" and detailed on all setsof plans.
Cut Sheets- exterior light fixtures and accessories where gpplicable.

Exterior Details- windows, doors, eaves, rajllngs chimney caps, flashing, etc.

Final Landscape Plans- landscape construction documentsincluding planting & irrigation plan.
Consultant/Engineer Plans- electrical, mechanical, structural, & plumbing where applicable.

*x All approvals made by the Architectural Board of Review (ABR) are based on compliance with Municipal
Code Chapter 22.68 and with adopted ABR guidelines. Some agenda items have received a mailed notice
and are subject to a public hearing.
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*x The approximate time the project will be reviewed is listed to the left of each item. It is suggested that
applicants arrive 15 minutes early. The agenda schedule is subject to change as cancellations occur. Staff
will notify applicants of time changes.

*x The applicant's presence isrequired. If an applicant is not present, the item will be postponed indefinitely.
If an applicant cancels or postpones on item without providing advance notice, the item will be postponed
indefinitely and will not be placed on the following ABR agenda. In order to reschedule the item for re-
view, the applicant must fill out and file a Supplemental Application Form at 630 Garden Street
(Community Development Department) and submit appropriate plans.

*x The Board may grant an approva for any project schedul
been provided and no other discretionary review is requi
revised plans differing from the submittal sets are broug
approva will be contingent upon staff review for code co

N the agenda if sufficient information has
Subgtitution of plans is not alowed, if
ing, motions for preliminary or final

*x Preliminary and Fina Architectural Board of Revi
approva unless atime extension or Building Permi

roval is vaid for ong year from the date of the

*x The Board may refer items to the Consent C iminary and Final Architectural Board of

Review approval.
*x In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you n lal assistance to participate in this
meeting, please contact the Planning Divi 805) 564-5470. Notification at least 48 hours prior to the

meeting will enable the City to make reason

*x Many of the items before the Board may be ap to the City Council. For further information
on appeals, contact the Planning Divison Staff or the City Clerk's office. Said appeal must be in

** AGENDAS, MINUTES and REPOR
available for review at 630 Garden St.
www.SantaBar baraCa
David Sullivan, at (8Q
Monday through Fri@

Copies of all documents relating to agenda items are
ity Clerk's office, at the Central Library, and
ou have any questions or wish to review the plans, please contact
stween the hours of 8:30 am. to noon and 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.,

LICENSING ADVISORY':

The Business and Professions Code of the Stat€ef California and the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Barbara
restrict preparation of plans for certain project types to licensed professionals. Applicants are encouraged to
consult with Land Use Controls or Planning Staff to verify requirements for their specific projects.

Unlicensed persons are limited to the preparation of plans for:

> Single or multiple family dwellings not to exceed four (4) units per lot, of wood frame construction, and
not more than two stories and basement in height;
> Non-structural changes to storefronts; and,

> Landscaping for single-family dwellings, or projects consisting solely of landscaping of not more than
5,000 square feet.
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NOTICE:

1.

That on October 20, 2005 at 4:00 p.m., this Agenda was duly posted on the Community Development
bulletin board, in the office of the City Clerk, and on the bulletin board on the outside of City Hall.

This regular meeting of the Architectural Board of Review will be broadcast live and rebroadcast in its
entirety on Wednesday at 9:00 am. on Channel 18.

GENERAL BUSINESS:

A.

Public Comment:

Any member of the public may address the Architectur
subject within their jurisdiction that is rot scheduled f
day. The total time for thisitem is ten minutes. (Public comment for i
will be taken at the time the item is heard.)

eview for up to two minutes on any

No public comment.

Approval of the minutes of the Architectural Board of meeting of October 17, 2005.
Motion: Approval of the minutes of the Architectural Bo

2005, with corrections.
Action: Bartlett/M anson-Hing, 6/0/0.

f Review meeting of October 17,

Consent Calendar.

Motion: Ratify the Consen dar. The Con

Action: LeCron'Wienke

alendar was reviewed by Bruce Bartlett.

Announcements, requests by ap
appeals.

ces and withdrawals, future agenda items, and

1. Ms. Brodison &
down for Item :

2. Jaime Limorys has received two applications for the ABR vacancy; yet, there
are atotal of TOURMacanci i .

3. Mr. Limon dso & hat ther@ will be a special meeting for the Hwy. 101 Operational
Improvement subcommitteégien Téesday, October 25, 2005, at 9:00a.m.

4. Mark Wienke stated he woul d'9€'stepping down for Item 4.

5. Chrigtine Pierron stated she will be leaving late for next week’s meeting, and will not be in
attendance at the November 7, 2005 meeting.

Subcommittee Reports.
No subcommittee reports.
Possible Ordinance Violations.

No reported violations.
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CONCEPT REVIEW -NEW ITEM

1 210 STEARNSWHARF HC/SD-3 Zore
Assessor's Parcel Number:  033-120-022
Application Number: M ST2005-00693
Business Name: Ty Warner Sea Center
Agent: Jennifer Foster
Owner: Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History
(Proposal to replace existing, gooseneck, light fixtures for the exterior Ty Warner Sea Center sign with
LED lights.)

(Thisisan appeal of a Sign Committee decision of Oct

(3:17)

David Van Hoy, Jennifer Foster, and Jenny Theodol

5, 2005, for proposed signage lighting.)

Public comment opened at 3:27p.m.

David Anderson, stated that he supports the proposal pr d that the focus is to educate visitors and

residents on the sea.
Public comment closed at 3:28p.m.

Motion: Continued indefinitely to the
Board supports the request to bac

ith the following comments: 1) The
ht the fixtures with the condition the applicant
study finding a warm light. 2) Provi etail of how the lights will be retro- fitted with
the LED. 3) It is dieerstood that the g eck light fixtures will be removed on both
sides of the build [l not be replaced. 4) The ocean side signage will not be lit at

al. “
Action: LeCronWienke, 6/0

2. HC/SD-3 Zone

Architect: Ruben Hare
(Proposal to construct a new 30 squarefoot ATM kiosk at Stearns Wharf.)

(Second Concept Review.)

(COMMENTSONLY; PROJECT REQUIRES ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT,
DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL FINDINGS & COASTAL PERMIT FROM THE
COASTAL COMMISSION.)

(3:40)

Scott Riedman and Ruben Haro, Architect, present.
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Motion: Continued indefinitely with the following comments: 1) The Board does not support the
proposed location of the ATM kiosk. There is opportunity for the kiosk to be placed in
the retail area. 2) The Board would like to see an integrated design which is consistent
with the existing architecture of the Wharf. 3) The proposed light fixture(s) is not in
keeping with the design style of the Wharf.

Action: MansonHing/LeCron, 6/0/0.

CONCEPT REVIEW -NEW ITEM

3. 222 W YANONALI ST R-4/SD-3 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  033-033-019
Application Number: MST2005-00192
Owner: John & Carol L. Nagy

Applicant: Dd Mar Development

Architect: B3 Architects

Agent: Post/Hazeltine Associates
(Proposal to construct six new condominium unj
units on a 12,500 square foot site located in th
units and two two-bedroom units. Two modi
one building to encroach into the interior yard setback,
spaces rather than the 12 required spaces. A voluntary lot m

in two buildings, replacing 13 existing apartment
e. The project includes four one-bedroom
equested: a setback modification to alow
arklng modification to provide 11 parking
apart of the project.)

(COMMENTSONLY PROJECT RE PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL FOR A

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP AND ONS)

(3:57)

Keth Rivera, Architect; Laurie Rom itéct; and Steve Berkus, Architect; present.
Motion: Continued indeg the followi g comments: 1) The Board finds the size, bulk

and scale of the : 3ssive. 2) The amount of proposed covered space,
including parki ng, cove airance ways, covered deck spaces have created a site plan

scaed bui sphowever the existing structure has resulted |nto aform which is out of

Stration detail and size. 7) The modification request for the
building to encroach int@'the interior yard setback would no longer be relevant with these
changes, therefore, the Board withholds judgment at thistime. 8) The Board supports the
modification request for parking, asit is technical in nature.

Action: MansonHing/Bartlett, 6/0/0.

suggests studying
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CONCEPT REVIEW -NEW ITEM

4, 517 W FIGUEROA ST R-3 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  039-010-010
Application Number: MST2005-00143
Owner: Steven Johnson

Architect: Y.S. Kim
(Proposed new 14,050 square foot three-story 9-unit apartment building with 930 square feet of deck

area and a 7,500 square foot subterranean parking garage on a 22,500 square foot lot. The project
includes riparian restoration for Old Mission Creek. Planning Commission may be required for a map

amendment.)

TAL ASSESSMENT AND
NO. 009-05.)

(COMMENTSONLY; PROJECT REQUIRES ENVIRO
COMPLIANCE WITH PLANNING COMMISSIO

(4:46)
Y .S. Kim, Architect; and Steve Johnson, Owner;
ents. 1) The site is advantageous for a

d close to the railroad tracks.
gressive, aIIowing no landscape

Motion: Continued indefinitely with the followin
large scale building; as it sits back from th
However, the Board finds the proposal to be to

expression. 3) Study breakl ng down
geping with the Santa Barbara style of
relocatfng the living area away from the railroad
oyide additional photo documentationshowing the

proposal is boxy in nature a

. . _. o
architecture 4) It is suggested to S

the architectural pieces to b

proposed grading OWAit relates to the'existing grade.  7) Provide documentation of
existing trees g hat are to he removed. 8) The Applicant is to provide site
sections clearly sh aining walls

Action: Eichelberger/LeCron 6/0 \Vienke abstained.

5. 910 CAMINO VIEJO RD A-2Zone

Application Numb

Owner: CV Inves

Architect: Banyan Architects
(Proposal to construct a new 5,305 net Square foot, two-story single-family residence on a 50,094 square
foot vacant lot in the Hillside Design District. The proposal aso includes an attached 848 net square
foot garage and a 400 square foot swimming pool, for a total of 6,153 net square feet. The project
includes 100 cubic yards of cut and 100 cubic yards of fill under or within five-feet of the main building,
and 800 cubic yards of cut and 800 cubic yards of fill outside of the main building footprint.)

(Fourth Concept Review.)

(COMMENTSONLY FOR LANDSCAPE AND PLANTING PLANS, PROJECT REQUIRES
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL FOR
NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION ORDINANCE FINDINGSAND A MODIFICATION.)
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(5:27)

Kirk Gradin, Architect; and Aaron Carrol, present.

Motion:

Action:

CONCEPT REVIEW - CONTINUED IT

Continued indefinitely to the Planning Commission with the following comments, and
return to the Full Board for review of the landscape plan. 1) The Board acknowledges
that there is a significant amount of grading proposed, and looks forward to the Planning
Commission review of thisitem. 2) The Board appreciates the natural appearance of the
long meandering driveway and understands that the associated driveway walls are to
remain a maximum of four-feet in height. The retaining walls to the rear of the
structure sit low and are obstructed from vi 0 the street and therefore are acceptable.
4) The Board is till concerned with the ing and the site wall to the north of the
house, and recommends reducing the en
low terraced walls, and a significant dro,
floor, and the yard area. 5) Any introduction of terrac to be low, rustic, laid
back gravity walls of minimal heigh aintain the natural of the topography; both
in the walls and articulation of the l@hdscape. 6) The Board appreciates the inclusion of a
detention basin for the site drai
successful but would like to see 10N of trees along the frontage street. 8) The
edge along the street frontage. 9) The
surrounding hedge is to be compatible in its f ithshe other landscape and hedges in
the neighborhood. 10) The Board would like to an entry gate and retaining walls
more rustic in character Wi ownplay of the entry. 11) The Board would support
grading around the existing ith a maximum of 18-feet of non structural
fill.
12) The Board supports not remo ia trees given they are in a non-native

6. 220 E JUNIPERO ST
Assessor's Par
Application

Owner:
Applicant:

Agent:
(Thisisarevised project descriptio
a revised design for a two-story, thre

E-1Zone

e the last ABR concept review on 1/10/05; the project includes
@ bedroom, single family residence of 1,971 sgquare feet with an

attached 441 square foot garage on a 6,544 square foot lot in the 1000" of El Pueblo Viegjo Landmark
District Part 11.)

(Fourth Concept Review.)

(COMMENTSONLY; PROJECT REQUIRES ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND
NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION ORDINANCE FINDINGS AND COMPLIANCE WITH
PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 44-05.)

(6:56)
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Mario Da Cunha, Applicant; and John Luca, Owner; present.
Public comment opened at 7:06p.m.
Margaret Marble, neighbor, submitted a statement which gates that the project is not compatible with
the neighborhood. It is oversized for the lot, destructive of the green space, and overcrowds the
neighborhood.

Greg Giloth, neighbor, submitted a statement which s$ates the project is not compatible with the
neighborhood.

Tony Fischer, submitted photographs of the site and a ¢
Mr. Fisher stated that the lot is a narrow, long lot, whi
would like the ABR conduct a site visit and to install sto

f the Planning Commission Resolution.
ducive to development. Mr. Fisher

Mr. Olsen, neighbor, submitted a statement which that the two lots shodld be reviewed

concurrently.

LisaBurns, neighbor, stated that the project is Mo
be a one story home. The project should be two, one sto

rong direction, as the development was to
es or else one, two story home.

Mr. Ure, neighbor, is concerned with drainage and water flow.
neighborhood.

project is not compatible with the

Scott Burns, neighbor, is concerned with an €
subject proposal.

ch is situated on his property and the

Public comment closed at 7:20p.

Straw Vote: Should the ABR ning Commission review? 3/4.

Public comment reopened at 7:27p.m.

Mr. Olson stated that it would be in the bes est to refer the project to the Planning Commission
with ajoint meeting witk Mr. Olson would like the two lots to be reviewed concurrently.

Public comment cloged at 7:29p.m.

Motion: Continued
documentation G

the following comments: 1) Upon return, provide further

0 jproperties under one site plan, including adjacent neighboring
footprints. 2). Veritythglocation of the Oak tree in relation to the neighbor to the north.
3) A mgjority of the Board is concerned with the mass, bulk and scale of the two units.
4) The Board finds the rear unit should be subservient to the front unit, and to be more of
aguest house style scale of architecture. 5) The front unit should be re-studied to flip the
plan to orient the garage internal to the site in order to reduce the hardscape and increase
the landscape. 6) The architecture is considered large in scale, and the overall proposal
too aggressive for the site.  Some Board members find that the architecture should be
broken down into smaller piece. One suggestion is to use dropped roofs at the stairwells.
7) There is concern with the south elevation scale of the two-story mass. 8) It is
understood that the front house auto court will become a front yard landscape element,
and the Board entertains the idea of open yard space.

Action: Bartlett/Wienke, /0/0.
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CONCEPT REVIEW - CONTINUED ITEM

7. 222 E JUNIPERO ST E-1Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  025-132-019
Application Number: M ST2004-00585
Owner: John Luca

Architect: Mario Da Cunha
(Thisis arevised project since the last ABR concept review on 1/10/05. The project includes a revised
design for a two-story, three-bedroom single family residence of 1,853 s.f. with an attached 450 square
foot garage on a 5,021 sguare foot lot in thel,000 feet of El Rueblo Vigjo Landmark District 11.)

(Fourth Concept Review.)

ASSESSMENT AND

(6:56)
Mario Da Cunha, Applicant; and John Luca,

Public comment opened at 7:06p.m.

Margaret Marble, neighbor, submitted a
the neighborhood. It is oversized for the
neighborhood.

ent which dates that the project is not compatible with
ive of the green space, and overcrowds the

Greg Giloth, neighbor, submitted a statement whieh s$ates the project is not compatible with the

neighborhood.
Tony Fischer, submitted photOgsa g copy of the Planning Commission Resolution.
Mr. Fisher stated that the lot'is ch is not conducive to development. Mr. Fisher

would like the ABR conduct a site visit anghto install story poles.

LisaBurns, neighber, State is moving in the wrong direction, as the development was to
be a one story home. The e two, one story homes or else one, two story home.

Mr. Ure, neighbor, is concerned witf
neighborhood.

ainage and water flow. The project is not compatible with the
Scott Burns, neighbor, is concerned with an existing tree which is situated on his property and the
subject proposal.

Public comment closed at 7:20p.m.

Straw Vote: Should the ABR request a Planning Commission review? 3/4.

Public comment reopened at 7:27p.m.
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Mr. Olson stated that it would be in the best interest to refer the project to the Planning Commission
with ajoint meeting with the ABR. Mr. Olson would like the two lots to be reviewed concurrently.

Public comment closed at 7:29p.m.

Motion: Continued indefinitely with the following comments. 1) Upon return, provide further
documentation of the two properties under one site plan, including adjacent neighboring
footprints. 2). Verify the location of the Oak tree in relation to the neighbor to the north.
3) A mgjority of the Board is concerned with the mass, bulk and scale of the two units.
4) The Board finds the rear unit should be subservient to the front unit, and to be more of
aguest house style scale of architecture. 5) nt unit should be re-studied to flip the
plan to orient the garage internal to the sit der to reduce the hardscape and increase
the landscape. 6) The architecture is co e in scale, and the overall proposal
too aggressive for the site. Some Boar
broken down into smaler pieces, by using roofs a starwells.
7) There is concern with the southlelevation scale of thefwo-story mass. 8) It is

and the Board entertains the idea
Action: Bartlett/\Wienke, /0/0.

REVIEW AFTER FINAL

8. 221 SAN CLEMENTE
Assessor's Parcel Number:
Application Number:
Owner: Hans Miller
Designer: Donna Moser
(Revised proposal for a 1,403
residence on a 6,050 square fog
The project size has been red
City Council.)

E-3/SD-3 Zone

0 square foot addition to the existing garage is aso proposed.
square feet and an appeal of the project has been filed to the

(Review After Final for relocation of onew W, relocation of water heater and change exterior
walls from stucco to sidid#

(NEIGHBORHOODRP ORDINANCE FINDINGS REQUIRED.)

(5:57)
Motion: Item 8 to be heard out™e
Action; Bartlett/Wienke, 7/0/0.

Hans Moser, Owner, present.

Motion: Continued one week to the Consent Calendar indefinitely with the following comments:
1) The Board finds the change in material from stucco to wood siding to be an
enhancement. 2) The Board finds the relocation of the water heater to be acceptable. 3)
The Board finds the relocation of the window to be acceptable, with the condition the
window will remain the same size as the existing window. 4) Study using a more
traditional material for the siding of the chimney.

Action: Bartlett/LeCron, 7/0/0.
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CONCEPT REVIEW - CONTINUED ITEM

9. 3225 CALLE NOGUERA E-3/SD-2 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  053-331-002
Application Number: M ST2005-00605
Owner: Theodore R & Kelley M. Bowman

Architect: Scott Branch

Applicant: Burndll & Jewett
(Proposal for a 28 s.f. first floor addition and a new 556 s.f second floor on an existing 1,431 s.f., one-
story single family residence on a 6,932 s.f. lot. A modification is required for encroachment into the
interior yard setback.)

(Second Concept Review.)

(COMMENTSONLY; PROJECT REQUIRES NEIGHBORHOO
ORDINANCE FINDINGS AND A MODIFICAT, )

RVATION

(6:12)
Motion: Item 9 to be heard out of order.
Action: Bartlett/Mudge

Britt Jewett, Applicant; and Scott Branch

Motion: Continued indefinitely to the ith the following comments. 1) The
project is ready for Preliminary Appioval. 2 *The Board finds the project to be nicely
conceived with articulate architecture: The Board finds the modification request for
encroachment into ghe,interior yard setb. 0 be acceptable. 4) It is understood that the
elevation of the g&

Action: LeCronWienkeg

PRELIMINARY REVIEW

10. 3 VIA ENCANTO
Assessor's Parg
Application D
Owner:
Architect:

A-1Zone

garage on a vacant3.59-acre parcel Inthe Hillside Design District. The project also includes 104 cubic
yards of cut within the footprint of the proposed building.)

(Second Concept Review.)
(PROJECT REQUIRESNEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION ORDINANCE FINDINGS.)
(6:21)

Motion: Item 10 to be heard out of order.
Action: Bartlett/Manson-Hing, 6/0/0.
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Jm LeCron, Architect, present.

Motion: Continued indefinitely to the Consent Calendar with the following comments. 1) The
project is ready for Preliminary Approval. 2) The Board finds that the improvements have
increased the aesthetic appeal of the house. 3) Study the second story cantilevered balcony.
4) The softened architectural forms are successful; the design bresks up the house. 5)
Applicant is to provide a landscape plan.

Action: Bartlett/Wienke, 6/0/0.

CONSENT CALENDAR

REVIEW AFTER FINAL

A. 3845 STATE ST C-2/SD-2 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number: 051-010-008
Application Number: MST2005-0

Owner: Riviera Dairy Produ
Applicant: Tony Gaoiran
Business Name: Sears

Contractor: Morgan Amrofell
Agent: Catherine McKenna

(Abate Violations In Enforcement No.2005-00472. Proposal to
Height and materials of retaining walls
spaces)

air the existing retaining walls.
will eliminate approx. 12 parking

Final Approval of the Review After Final as not al landscape on the plans.

REVIEW AFTER FINAL

B. 323SVOLUNTARIO ST R-3 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number
Application Number: 1-00825
Owner: Sklp Szymansk|/C|ty Authority
Architect: »
(Proposal for 20 new gaffordal dential units of approximately 900 square feet each, including 23
covered and 26 un es. There are seven existing units to remain and two units

proposed to be de

(Review After Final for changi
railing.)

Final Approval as submitted of the Review After Final changes.
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REVIEW AFTER FINAL

C. 1464 LA CIMA RD R-1Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  041-022-032
Application Number: M ST2004-00856
Owner: McCosker Trust
Agent: Souter Land Use Consulting
Architect: Hochhauser Blatter Architects
(Proposal to enclose an existing carport on alot located in the Hillside Design District.)

d addition of on-grade patio.)

ON ORDINANCE FINDINGS)

(Review After Final for revision to screen wall and chim

(PROJECT REQUIRES NEIGHBORHOOD PRESE

Continued one week to the Full Board.
REVIEW AFTER FINAL

D. 3721 MODOC RD E-3/R-2 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  049-030-
Application Number: MST99-00510
Applicant:  Murray Duncan
Applicant: ~ Tom Smith
Applicant:  Trent Lyon
Applicant:  Mark Shlight
Applicant:  Emanuel Lutheran Chu

(Proposal to install six temporary classroom bu

improvements are also proposed. The existing ch

total 18,750 square feet and 131 parking spaces on
changed to reflect the revised prg

9,120 sguare feet. Minor landscaping
and school facility consists of structures which
acre lot. The project description has been

FINAL REVIEW

E 2113 CASTILLO, R-3 Zone

Application Number: 2004-00314
Architect: Gil Garcia
Owner: Castillo Cottageg LLC

(Proposal for a voluntary lot merger of APNs 025-221-010 and 025-221-011 (2113 and 2117 Castillo

Street) and for six new one-bedroom condominiums with eight garage and three carport parking spaces

on 11,250 square feet of combined lot area. The proposed condominiums will be comprised of a 2,797

square foot, two-story duplex and a 4,232 square foot, two-story four unit building. The three existing

dwellings, afour car garage and shed are proposed to be demolished. Planning Commission approval is

required for a tentative subdivision map.)

(PROJECT REQUIRES COMPLIANCE WITH PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION
NO. 045-05.)

Continued one week at Staff's request for Landscape and Architecuture.
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REFERRED BY FULL BOARD

F.

REVIEW AFTER FINAL

1627 LOMA ST R-2 Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  027-153-015
Application Number: MST2002-00629
Owner: Ross Cathie

Designer: Y.S. Kim
(The proposed project consists of the conversion of an existing one and two story duplex into two
condominium units, the construction of a 440 sg/ft two car garage, the construction of a 130 square foot
deck and the removal and reconstruction of a retaining wall.,The project will require a modification to
alow the proposed garage to encroach into the required sid back.)

(PROJECT REQUIRES COMPLIANCE WITH PL OMMISSION RESOLUTION

NO. 035-05.)

Final Approval as submitted.

G. 980 W MOUNTAIN DRIVE A-1Zone
Assessor's Parcel Number:  021-050-059
Application Number: M ST2004-00499
Owner: Tracy Shannon
Agent: L & P Consultants
(Proposal for a new entry gate and columns. W' ired for walls greater than 3 1/2 feet in
height within 10 feet of the edge of the driveway.)
(Re-instate previous approval on July 19, 200
Final Approval as submitted.
NEW ITEM
H. 1615 LASUEN RD E-1Zone

Assessor's Par
Application
Owner:
Designer:
Sting 141 square foot laundry room, interior remodel of master
bedroom and bath, conversion of 723"8quare feet of basement to habitable space, add 173 square feet to
the existing patio, and add a spa to a single family residence in the Hillside Design District. The exterior
changes consist of several doors and windows, and a new deck and railing.)

(COMMENTSONLY; PROJECT REQUIRES ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND
NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION ORDINANCE FINDINGS)

Final Approval as noted with the finding that the Neighborhood Preservation Ordinance criteria have
been met as stated in Subsection 22.68.060 of the City of Santa Barbara Municipal Code.

** MEETING ADJOURNED AT (8:00) P.M. **



